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Art Unit: 3664 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-12, 15, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

Amended claim 1 calls for, "identifying from the criteria the submitted locality name, 
including separating the text criteria that is not a locality name from text criteria that is a 
locality name by using a comparator to test the submitted text criteria against the names in a 
hierarchical data set of town, province, and country names". 

The specification page 3 recites, "Another aspect of the present invention provides a 
location module to determine a likely geographical location for which a user of a computer 
desires further information based on submitted criteria, the module comprising: an input to 
receive criteria submitted by the user including a locality name; a comparator to identify from 
the criteria the locality name; a processor to return, in dependence on the locality name, a 
probability that the locality name is associated with a geographical location." 

The specification page 4 recites, "Once the search criteria incorporating at least one 
locality name (in this case "Paris") has been submitted to the search engine 2, the location 
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module 1 reviews and parses the search criteria and divides the submitted text into text which is 
or might be locality names and text which is not a locality name. A comparator 6 tests the text 
which is or might be locality names against a table (described below) of known locality names to 
verify whether the submitted criteria includes locality names. Thus, the locality names, are 
identified from the search criteria by the location module". 

The original specification fails to show support of possessing the claimed limitation. 

This is new matter. 

Claims that depend from claim 1 are rejected for depending on a rejected base claim. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Amended claim 1 recites the limitation "the text criteria that is not a locality name", and 
"the text criteria that is a locality name". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 
in the claim. 

Claims that depend from claim 1 are rejected for depending on a rejected base claim. 
Election/Restrictions 

4. Newly submitted claim limitations in claims 1-12, 15, 22 are directed to an invention that 
is independent or distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: 

The amended claims recite , "identifying from the criteria the submitted locality name, 
including separating the text criteria that is not a locality name from text criteria that is a 
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locality name by using a comparator to test the submitted text criteria against the names in a 
hierarchical data set of town, province, and country names". 

The claims filed 6/21/10 recite, "identifying from the criteria the submitted locality name, 
including separating the text criteria that is not a locality name from text criteria that is a locality 
name". The inventions are different from each other. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution 
on the merits. Accordingly, the contents of amended claims 1-12, 15, 22 withdrawn from 
consideration as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 
821.03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious al the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-12, 15, 22, 23, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dupray (6249252) in view of Hatano (6807571) 

Regarding claim 1, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) discloses a method of determining a likely geographical location (col. 
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27, lines 44-48) for which a user of a computer desires further information based on submitted 
criteria comprising the steps of: 

the user submitting criteria in the form of a text into a search filed in an internet-based 
search engine, including a locality name (col. 27, lines 1-67; col. 46, lines 47-67); 

identifying from the criteria the locality name (cell location 122A, 122B, etc; fig. 4) 
including separating the text criteria that is not a locality name (e.g. truck or driver, etc) from text 
criteria that is a locality name (see table in col. 18; col. 27, lines 53-67; col. 46, lines 47-67); 

returning, using processing means 1356 (fig. 5; col. 46, lines 21-54, location estimates are 
probabilities) and in dependence on the locality name (cell location 122A, 122B, etc; fig. 4), a 
probability (col. 6, lines 58-67) that the locality name (cell location 122A, 122B, etc; fig. 4) is 
associated with a geographical location 120 (col. 46, lines 47-54; col. 27, lines 44-48; col. 28, 
lines 18-21, lines 35-40; col. 21, lines 1-10); and 

providing information to the user based upon the returned probability, wherein the 
provided information comprises search results that are refined in a manner corresponding to the 
returned probability so that the user may select from the refined search results information 
relating to a geographical location (fig. 5; col. 46, lines 21-54, location estimates are 
probabilities; col. 21, lines 1-10; col. 27, lines 61 to col. 28, line 67; col. 46, lines 47-67). 

A criteria of a locality name includes a request to know if a truck is in a given locality 
name, e.g. a locality within Denver area. See for example fig. 4. The truck or mobile 
station 140 is in an area 120. The area 120 has a specific geographic code or name to 
identify the area 120 (col. 19, lines 6-42). The area 120 is divided into many cells such 
cell location 122 A 122B, 122C, etc. The cell locations also have their own specific 
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identification code identifying the particular cell area 122A 122B, 122C, etc (col. 19, 
lines 6-42). Therefore, the probability that mobile station 140 is in geographic area 120 
is the same probability that cell location area 122Aor 122B, or 122C, etc is in the 
geographic area 120 (col. 6, lines 62 to col. 7, line 5). This so because when mobile 
station 140 is the cell area 122A or 122B, or 122C, etc the location of the mobile station 
is the same location as the cell are 122A or 122B or 122C. Therefore, the probability 
that cell area 122Aor 122B, or 122C is associated with geographic area 120 is the 
probability that mobile station 140 is associated with geographic location of area 120 
such as the Denver area (col. 46, lines 47-54; col. 27, lines 44-48; col. 28, lines 18-21, 
lines 35-40). 

Although Dupray did not use exact term as applicant e.g. a querying user submitting a 
locality name. However, it is quite clear that the person requesting information is understood to 
be the querying user. As further noted, Hatano discloses the same field of endeavor in searching 
the internet, wherein Hatano disclose a method of determining a likely geographical location for 
which a querying user of a computer desires further information based on submitted criteria 
comprising the steps of: 

the querying user submitting criteria in the form of text, including submitting a locality 

name; 

identifying from the criteria the submitted locality name, including separating the text 
criteria that is not a locality name from text criteria that is a locality name; 

returning, using a processor and in dependence on the submitted locality name, a 
probability of the submitted locality name being associated with a geographical location; and 
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providing information to the querying user based upon the returned probability, wherein 
the provided information comprises search results that are refined in a manner corresponding to 
the returned probability so that the querying user may select from the refined search results (See 
Hatano, Figs. 1-11; abstract; col. 2, lines 43-48; col. 3, lines 48-67; col. 4, 5, 6, 7). 

Therfore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art that the 
invention of Dupray uses the internet for searches as taught by Hatano, thus enjoying the benefits 
of furthering a refined search using the World Wide Web to access a plurality of internet sites on 
a portable device. 

Regarding claim 2, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 1 1 ; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21 , lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) and Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
returned probability (col. 6, lines 58-67) indicates the probability that the locality name is 
associated with each of a plurality of geographic locations 

Regarding claim 3, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 1 1; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein the search 
criteria includes a plurality of locality names and the method comprises the steps of: 

identifying each of the locality names and returning, in dependence on each locality 
name, a probability (col. 6, lines 58-67) that each of the locality names is associated with a 
geographical location; and 

combining the returned probabilities (see probabilities, dual estimate; col. 6, lines 45-67) 
to return a composite probability (see probabilities, dual estimate; col. 6, lines 45-67) that the 
plurality of location names is associated with a geographical location (col. 6, line 45 to col. 7, 
line; col. 29, line 59 to col. 30, line 28). 
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Regarding claim 4, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 3, wherein the 
returned composite probabilities indicate the probability of each of a the locality names being 
associated with each of a plurality of geographic locations (col. 6, line 45 to col. 7, line). 

Regarding claim 5, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 1 1; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 3, wherein the 
returned probability is derived from a combination of each of the probabilities returned for each 
of the locality names. 

Regarding claim 6, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 1 1; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein a set of 
probabilities are provided between a plurality of locality names and a plurality of geographic 
locations, there being a probability linking a locality name to one or more of the geographic 
locations. 

Regarding claim 7, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 1 1; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
computer of the user is part of a network and has a network address, the network address being 
mapped to a geographical location, the method comprising the further step of weighting a 
returned probability in dependence on the mapped geographical location indicated by the 
network address. 

Regarding claim 8, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 7, wherein the 
network is the Internet and the network address is the IP address of the computer. 
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Regarding claim 9, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 
41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
computer is one of the group consisting of: a desktop PC, a portable PC, a Personal Digital 
Assistant (PDA), a mobile telephone and a mobile communication device. 

Regarding claim 10, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 1 1; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, 
lines 41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, comprising 
the further step of making a determination as to the geographic location being sought by the user 
in response to the or each returned probability. 

Regarding claim 11, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, 
lines 41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
returning step includes selecting the returned probabilities from probabilities stored in a look-up 
table (Table LH-1, col. 28; also see figs. 9A&B, etc) that associates the locality names and 
geographic locations. 

Regarding claim 12, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, 
lines 41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
probability is returned as a probability vector (col. 29, lines 59 to col. 30, line 28). 

Regarding claim 15, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 1 1; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, 
lines 41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
of each returned probability is open to weighting by a genetic algorithm (col. 29, lines 59 to col. 
30, line 28). 

Regarding claim 22, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, 
lines 41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
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the returning step includes returning using a processor, and in dependence on the locality name 
as well as the text criteria that is not a locality name (see data structure, col. 27, lines 61 to col. 
28, line 67; col. 46, lines 47-67), a probability of the locality name being associated with the 
geographic location (a probability of B is the probability of not A). 

Regarding claim 23, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 1 1; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, 
lines 41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses a method of determining a likely geographical 
location of a network user based on criteria submitted by the user, the method comprising the 
steps of: 

holding, in a location module, geographic location information 120 (fig. 4) mapped from 
a user's computer network address [see databases in figs. 6(2) and 6(3)]; 

monitoring submitted criteria including a locality name (122, 150a, 150b, 150c, etc; fig. 
4; col. 21, lines 41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67, see table in col. 28); 

determining if the locality name is a sub-location within the geographic location indicated 
by the geographic location information mapped from a user's network address col. 21, lines 41- 
67; col. 27, lines 1-67; col. 28); 

refining (col. 47, lines 14-37) the geographic location information mapped from a user's 
network address to indicate a probability (col. 6, lines 58-67) that the user is located in the sub- 
location; and 

using the indicated probability (col. 6, lines 58-67) to determine a likely geographical 
location and to provide to the user information that relates to the likely geographical location 
(fig. 5; col. 46, lines 21-54, location estimates are probabilities; col. 21, lines 1-10; col. 27, lines 
61 to col. 28, line 67; col. 46, lines 47-67). 
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Regarding claim 24, Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, 
lines 41-67; col. 27, lines 1-67) Hitano discloses the method of claim 23 wherein the information 
comprises a list of internet sites. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 1/21/1 1 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Amended claim 1 calls for, "identifying from the criteria the submitted locality name, 
including separating the text criteria that is not a locality name from text criteria that is a 
locality name by using a comparator to test the submitted text criteria against the names in a 
hierarchical data set of town, province, and country names". 

The specification page 3 recites, "Another aspect of the present invention provides a 
location module to determine a likely geographical location for which a user of a computer 
desires further information based on submitted criteria, the module comprising: an input to 
receive criteria submitted by the user including a locality name; a comparator to identify from 
the criteria the locality name; a processor to return, in dependence on the locality name, a 
probability that the locality name is associated with a geographical location." 

The specification page 4 recites, "Once the search criteria incorporating at least one 
locality name (in this case "Paris") has been submitted to the search engine 2, the location 
module 1 reviews and parses the search criteria and divides the submitted text into text which is 
or might be locality names and text which is not a locality name. A comparator 6 tests the text 
which is or might be locality names against a table (described below) of known locality names to 
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verify whether the submitted criteria includes locality names. Thus, the locality names, are 
identified from the search criteria by the location module". 

The original specification fails to show support of possessing the claimed limitation. 

This is new matter. 

Claims that depend from claim 1 are rejected for depending on a rejected base claim. 

Applicant argues that the prior art does not disclose the invention. The examiner 
disagrees. Applicant's arguments do not have a prima facie support for the claims limitations. 
8. Newly submitted claim limitations in claims 1-12, 15, 22 are directed to an invention that 
is independent or distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: 

The amended claims recite , "identifying from the criteria the submitted locality name, 
including separating the text criteria that is not a locality name from text criteria that is a 
locality name by using a comparator to test the submitted text criteria against the names in a 
hierarchical data set of town, province, and country names". 

The claims filed 6/21/10 recite, "identifying from the criteria the submitted locality name, 
including separating the text criteria that is not a locality name from text criteria that is a locality 
name". The inventions are different from each other. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution 
on the merits. Accordingly, the contents of amended claims 1-12, 15, 22 withdrawn from 
consideration as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 
821.03. 
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Dupray (abstract, figs. 4, 5-8, 9, 11; col. 20, lines 33-67; col. 21, lines 41-67; col. 27, 
lines 1-67) discloses a method of determining a likely geographical location (col. 27, lines 44-48) 
for which a user of a computer desires further information based on submitted criteria 
comprising the steps of: 

the user submitting criteria in the form of a text into a search filed in an internet-based 
search engine, including a locality name (col. 27, lines 1-67; col. 46, lines 47-67); 

identifying from the criteria the locality name (cell location 122A, 122B, etc; fig. 4) 
including separating the text criteria that is not a locality name (e.g. truck or driver, etc) from text 
criteria that is a locality name (see table in col. 18; col. 27, lines 53-67; col. 46, lines 47-67); 

returning, using processing means 1356 (fig. 5; col. 46, lines 21-54, location estimates are 
probabilities) and in dependence on the locality name (cell location 122A, 122B, etc; fig. 4), a 
probability (col. 6, lines 58-67) that the locality name (cell location 122A, 122B, etc; fig. 4) is 
associated with a geographical location 120 (col. 46, lines 47-54; col. 27, lines 44-48; col. 28, 
lines 18-21, lines 35-40; col. 21, lines 1-10); and 

providing information to the user based upon the returned probability, wherein the 
provided information comprises search results that are refined in a manner corresponding to the 
returned probability so that the user may select from the refined search results information 
relating to a geographical location (fig. 5; col. 46, lines 21-54, location estimates are 
probabilities; col. 21, lines 1-10; col. 27, lines 61 to col. 28, line 67; col. 46, lines 47-67). 

A criteria of a locality name includes a request to know if a truck is in a given locality 

name, e.g. a locality within Denver area. See for example fig. 4. The truck or mobile 

station 140 is in an area 120. The area 120 has a specific geographic code or name to 
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identify the area 120 (col. 19, lines 6-42). The area 120 is divided into many cells such 
cell location 122 A 122B, 122C, etc. The cell locations also have their own specific 
identification code identifying the particular cell area 122A 122B, 122C, etc (col. 19, 
lines 6-42). Therefore, the probability that mobile station 140 is in geographic area 120 
is the same probability that cell location area 122Aor 122B, or 122C, etc is in the 
geographic area 120 (col. 6, lines 62 to col. 7, line 5). This so because when mobile 
station 140 is the cell area 122A or 122B, or 122C, etc the location of the mobile station 
is the same location as the cell are 122A or 122B or 122C. Therefore, the probability 
that cell area 122Aor 122B, or 122C is associated with geographic area 120 is the 
probability that mobile station 140 is associated with geographic location of area 120 
such as the Denver area (col. 46, lines 47-54; col. 27, lines 44-48; col. 28, lines 18-21, 
lines 35-40). 

Although Dupray did not use exact term as applicant e.g. a querying user submitting a 
locality name. However, it is quite clear that the person requesting information is understood to 
be the querying user. As further noted, Hatano discloses the same field of endeavor in searching 
the internet, wherein Hatano disclose a method of determining a likely geographical location for 
which a querying user of a computer desires further information based on submitted criteria 
comprising the steps of: 

the querying user submitting criteria in the form of text, including submitting a locality 

name; 

identifying from the criteria the submitted locality name, including separating the text 
criteria that is not a locality name from text criteria that is a locality name; 
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returning, using a processor and in dependence on the submitted locality name, a 
probability of the submitted locality name being associated with a geographical location; and 

providing information to the querying user based upon the returned probability, wherein 
the provided information comprises search results that are refined in a manner corresponding to 
the returned probability so that the querying user may select from the refined search results (See 
Hatano, Figs. 1-11; abstract; col. 2, lines 43-48; col. 3, lines 48-67; col. 4, 5, 6, 7). 

Therfore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art that the 
invention of Dupray uses the internet for searches as taught by Hatano, thus enjoying the benefits 
of furthering a refined search using the World Wide Web to access a plurality of internet sites on 
a portable device. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RONNIE MANCHO whose telephone number is (571)272-6984. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone arc unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tran Khoi can be reached on 571-272-6919. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ronnie Mancho/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3664 

//Ronnie Mancho/ 
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